REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration and allowance is respectfully requested for claims 
1-30 in view of the following remarks. 

Pursuant to the objection to the drawings a proposed drawing correction is 
submitted herewith and a replacement drawing sheet is attached hereto. 

Claims 1-30 were rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting. This rejection is respectfully traversed. A 
terminal disclaimer is submitted herewith to obviate the rejection based upon US 
Patent No. 6,683,446. 

Claims 1-3, 8, 10, 19-24 and 26-27 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
anticipated by McFarland et al. This rejection is respectfully traversed. The cited 
reference is a related application to PCT W098/14641 sharing a disclosure which has 
been distinguished from the claimed invention in the present disclosure at pages 3 and 
4. In view of the cited references disclosure being distinguished as such, it is 
respectfully submitted that McFarland et al. fails to anticipate the claimed 
invention, as noted above. Accordingly, withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully 
requested. 

Claims 29-30 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as anticipated by Schultz 
and Cann. These rejections are respectfully traversed. Schultz shows a masking 
system wherein deposition does not occur on an array of electrodes. Cann shows a 
method of uniformly depositing or plating one material onto electrodes. Thus, it is 
respectfully submitted that these references fail to anticipate the claimed invention, 
as noted above. Accordingly, withdrawal of the rejections is respectfully requested. 

Claims 4-18 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over 
McFarland et al. in view of Marks et al, Kovacs and/or Zanio. These rejections are 



respectfully traversed. McFarland et al. fails to disclose the claimed invention as 
noted above. Marks et al. shows a method and apparatus for use in organic 
chemistry compositions. Kovacs shows a biosensor apparatus, and Zanio shows a 
passivation technique. None of the supporting references would be sought by one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify McFarland et al. as they show diverse 
technologies and do not show deposition of materials onto an array. Thus, it is 
respectfully submitted that the claimed invention is patentably distinsguishable 
over the combination of references, as noted above. Accordingly, withdrawal of the 
rejections is respectfully requested. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, the application is 
respectfully submitted to be in condition for allowance, and prompt favorable action 
thereon is earnestly solicited. 

If there are any questions regarding this amendment or the application in 
general, a telephone call to the undersigned would be appreciated since this should 
expedite the prosecution of the application for all concerned. 

If necessary to effect a timely response, this paper should be considered as a 
petition for an Extension of Time sufficient to effect a timely response. A check in 
the amount of $980.00 is submitted herewith. 
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